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Reply to Office Action of May 18, 2005 



REMARKS 

Claims 1-39 are pending in the application. Claims 1-19 and 23-24 have been amended. 
Claims 3, 14, 17, 20-23, and 25-39 have been withdrawn. Reexamination and consideration of 
the pending claims are respectfully requested. 

Election/Restrictions 

The Examiner has indicated that this appHcation includes claims directed to two 
patentably distinct species, and that election of one of the following inventions is required imder 
35 U.S.C. §121: 

Species A: Saddle Stitch Process 

Species B: Perfect Binder Process 

Applicants affirm the election of Claims 1, 2, 4-13, 15, 16, 18, 19, and 24 as previously 
indicated in the telephone conference on May 13, 2005 between Examiner Mackey and Julie 
Haut. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. S 1 12 

The Examiner has indicated that Claims 1, 2, 4-13, 15, 16, 18, 19, and 24 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, as not complying with the enablement requirement. 
Specifically, the Examiner indicated that the specification does not describe how the "pluraUty of 
interchangeable nose sections" are interchangeable. 

The "interchangeable nose section," now referred to as an attachment in the amended 
claims can be attached to the loader with any number of removable mechanical connectors, such 
as screws, bolts, alignment mechanisms, and the like. A person of ordinary skill in the art would 
be knowledgeable in the mechanical arts on the mechanisms of how the loader and attachments 
can be coupled together. As noted on page 6 of the specification, ''the second conveyor 95 can 
be repositioned to accommodate any one of many noses that may attach to the loader 10. As 
such, the loader 10 is well suited to delivering product to many different processes or different 
binding lines." Application, page 6, lines 19-22. Accordingly, Claims 1, 2, 4-13, 15, 16, 18, 19, 
and 24 are enabled, and AppUcants respectfiiUy request that the Examiner withdraw this 
rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. S 112 

The Examiner has indicated that Claims 1, 2, 4-13, 15, 16, 18, 19, and 24 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite. Specifically, the Examiner 
indicated that the claims recite that the "loader" includes a "nose," however, the specification 
indicates that the "nose" is not a part of the "loader." 

Applicants have amended the claims to address this rejection. Accordingly, Applicants 
respectfully request that the Examiner withdraw this rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 US.C. g 102 

The Examiner rejected Claims 1, 2, 4, 6-12, 15, 16, 18, 19, and 24 under 35 U.S.C. § 102 
as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No, 5,197,590 ("Prim"). 

Prim does not teach or suggest the subject matter of amended independent Claim 1. 
Rather, Prim discloses a feeder 10 that delivers signatures to a hopper 30 to form a signature 
stack. The hopper 30 includes a support 32 mounted on the floor. The feeder 10 is aligned with 
the hopper 30 with a positioning actuator assembly 48. The positioning actuator assembly 48 is 
secured to the feeder 10 and moves the feeder 10 toward or away fi-om the hopper 30. The 
positioning actuator assembly 48 includes a pin 48b, which is guided into a clevis bracket 32a on 
the support 32. 

Prim does not teach or suggest one of a plurahty of different attachments coupled to the 
transfer section of the loader to receive the product and process the product. Prim does not 
disclose that the feeder 10 can be coupled to more than one type of hopper 30. 

For at least these reasons. Prim does not teach or suggest the subject matter of Claim 1. 
Accordingly, independent Claim 1 is allowable. Claims 2 and 4-13 depend firom Claim 1 and are 
allowable for at least the reasons Claim 1 is allowable. 

Claim 15 depends firom independent Claim 14, which has been withdrawn and amended. 
Prim does not teach or suggest the subject matter of Claim 15. Rather, Prim discloses a feeder 
10 that delivers signatures to a hopper 30 to form a signature stack. The hopper 30 includes a 
support 32 mounted on the floor. The feeder 10 is aligned with the hopper 30 with a positioning 
actuator assembly 48. 
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Prim does not teach or suggest a process line including a loader coupled to the post and 
operable to receive support supplies from the post. The support 32 only provides support for the 
hopper 30 and secures the feeder 10 to the support 32. Prim also does not disclose that the 
support 32 provides support supplies. 

Post also does not teach or suggest, for at least the reasons discussed above with respect 
to Claim 1, a process line wherein the loader includes a buffer section operable to support a 
printed product, a transfer section operable to receive the printed product from the buffer section, 
and one of a plurality of interchangeable attachments coupled to the transfer section to receive 
and process the printed product. 

For at least these reasons, Post does not teach or suggest the subject matter of Claim 15. 
Accordingly, dependent Claim 15 is allowable. Claims 16 and 18-19 depend from Claim 15 and 
are allowable for at least the reasons Claim 15 is allowable. 

Claim 24 depends from independent Claim 23, which has been withdrawn and amended. 
Prim does not teach or suggest the subject matter of Claim 24. Rather, Prim discloses a feeder 
10 that delivers signatures to a hopper 30 to form a signature stack. The hopper 30 includes a 
support 32 mounted on the floor. The feeder 10 is aligned with the hopper 30 with a positioning 
actuator assembly 48. 

Prim does not teach or suggest a process hne including a support post positioned adjacent 
the conveyor and operable to selectively receive the plurality of loaders, selectively provide 
support supplies to the plurality of loaders, and align each loader with respect to the conveyor. 
Rather, the support 32 of Prim only provides support for the hopper 30 and secures the feeder 10 
to the support 32. Prim does not disclose that the support 32 provides support supplies. 

Prim also does not teach or suggest, for at least the reasons discussed above with respect 
to Claim 1, a process line wherein each loader includes a buffer section operable to support a 
quantity of product, a transfer section operable to receive product from the buffer section and 
individualize the product, and one of a plurality of attachments receiving the single product and 
delivering it to the conveyor. 

For at least these reasons, Prim does not teach or suggest the subject matter of Claim 24. 
Accordingly, dependent Claim 24 is allowable. 
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The Examiner rejected Claims 1, 2, 4, 6-12, 15, 16, 18, 19, and 24 under 35 U.S.C. § 102 
as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,702,281 ("Post"). 

Post does not teach or suggest the subject matter of amended independent Claim 1. 
Rather, Post discloses a rod feeder 10 on wheels 12 and positioned on a feeder rack 5 of a 
gathering machine 6. The rod feeder 10 is secured to the gathering machine 6 with a notch lever 
13 and a receiving means 14. 

Post does not teach or suggest one of a plurahty of different attachments coupled to the 
transfer section of the loader to receive the product and process the product. Post does not 
disclose that the rod feeder 10 can be coupled to more than one type of feeder rack 5. 

For at least these reasons, Post does not teach or suggest the subject matter of Claim 1 . 
Accordingly, independent Claim 1 is allowable. Claims 2 and 4-13 depend from Claim 1 and are 
allowable for at least the reasons Claim 1 is allowable. 

Claim 15 depends from independent Claim 14, which has been withdrawn and amended. 
Post does not teach or suggest the subject matter of Claim 15. Rather, Post discloses a rod feeder 
10 on wheels 12 and positioned on a feeder rack 5 of a gathering machine 6. The rod feeder 10 
is secured to the gathering machine 6 with a notch lever 13 and a receiving means 14. 

Post does not teach or suggest a process line including a loader coupled to the post and 
operable to receive support supplies from the post. Post does not disclose a support post separate 
from the gathering machine 5, which only provides support for the feed rack 5 and secures the 
rod feeder 10 to the gathering machine 5. In addition. Post does not disclose that a support post 
separate from the gathering machine 5 provides support supplies. 

Post also does not teach or suggest, for at least the reasons discussed above with respect 
to Claim 1, a process line wherein the loader includes a buffer section operable to support a 
printed product, a transfer section operable to receive the printed product from the buffer section, 
and one of a plurality of interchangeable attachments coupled to the transfer section to receive 
and process the printed product. 

For at least these reasons. Post does not teach or suggest the subject matter of Claim 15. 
Accordingly, dependent Claim 15 is allowable. Claims 16 and 18-19 depend from Claim 15 and 
are allowable for at least the reasons Claim 15 is allowable. 

Claim 24 depends from independent Claim 23, which has been withdrawn and amended. 
Post does not teach or suggest the subject matter of Claim 24. Rather, Post discloses a rod feeder 
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10 on wheels 12 and positioned on a feeder rack 5 of a gathering machine 6. The rod feeder 10 
is secured to the gathering machine 6 with a notch lever 13 and a receiving means 14. 

Post does not teach or suggest a process line including a support post positioned adjacent 
the conveyor and operable to selectively receive the plurality of loaders, selectively provide 
support supplies to the plurality of loaders, and align each loader with respect to the conveyor. 
Post does not disclose a support post separate from the gathering machine 5, which only provides 
support for the feed rack 5 and secures the rod feeder 10 to the gathering machine 5. In addition, 
Post does not disclose that a support post separate from the gathering machine 5 provides support 
supplies. 

Post also does not teach or suggest, for at least the reasons discussed above with respect 
to Claim 1, a process line wherein each loader includes a buffer section operable to support a 
quantity of product, a transfer section operable to receive product from the buffer section and 
individualize the product, and one of a plurality of attachments receiving the single product and 
delivering it to the conveyor. 

For at least these reasons, Post does not teach or suggest the subject matter of Claim 24. 
Accordingly, dependent Claim 24 is allowable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S,C. § 103 

The Examiner rejected Claim 5 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Prim in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 5,100,1 16 ("Graushar"). 

Claim 5 depends from independent Claim 1, and is allowable for at least the reasons 
Claim 1 is allowable. Claim 5 fiirther specifies an assembly wherein one of the attachments 
includes a printer. 

As noted above, Prim does not teach or suggest the subject matter of Claim 1 . Graushar 
does not cure the deficiencies of Prim. Rather, Graushar discloses a printing system 32 that can 
be used to replace one or more signature feeders 14 to provide customized printing on signatures 
16 in the pocket 12. The printing system 32 includes a print table 34, a feeder 48 positioned on 
the print table 34 and a print mechanism 112. The printing mechanism 112 can print customized 
information on the signatures 16 selectively fed from the feeder 48. The printing system 32 
delivers the signatures 16 to a primary feeder 132, which delivers the printed signature 16 to the 
collating and binding line. 
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Graushar does not teach or suggest an assembly wherein one of the attachments includes 
a printer. The printing mechanism 1 12 is on the printing system 32 (loader) and not in an 
attachment to the printing system 32 (loader). 

In addition, there is no suggestion or motivation to combine the teachings of Prim and 
Graushar. The feeder of Prim is focused on proper alignment and precision adjustment of the 
feeder with a hopper. There is no suggestion or motivation to include customization features 
with the feeder of Prim. In addition, the structure of the feeder in Prim is not conducive for a 
printer mechanism since only a very small portion of the feeder includes a horizontal surface for 
printing. 

For at least these reasons, Prim and Graushar do not teach or suggest the subject matter of 
Claim 5. Accordingly, dependent Claim 5 includes additional patentable subject matter. 

The Examiner rejected Claim 13 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Post 
in view of U.S. Patent No. 3,809,385 ("Rana"). 

Claim 13 depends from independent Claim 1 and dependent Claim 12, and is allowable 
for at least the reasons Claim 1 is allowable. Claim 12 further specifies an assembly fiirther 
comprising a support post adjacent the process line, the post including a hitch location, and the 
loader being alignable with the hitch location to position the attachment such that the attachment 
delivers product to the process line. Claim 13 further specifies an assembly wherein the post 
includes connections to a production support supply. 

As noted above. Post does not teach or suggest the subject matter of Claim 1 . Post also 
does not teach or suggest the subject matter of Claim 12. Rana does not cure the deficiencies of 
Post. Rather, Rana discloses a pluraUty of inserter pockets of a typical station in a gathering 
machine 10. Each of the inserter pockets includes two side frames that are arcuately recessed at 
47 to be received over and supported on a central conduit or pipe 48, which may run the length 
of the inserter 10. The pipe 48 may be used for housing the vacuum, air and electrical 
connections for each pocket. 

Rana does not teach or suggest a plurality of attachments and a support post adjacent the 
process line and the loader being ahgnable with the hitch location to position the attachment such 
that the attachment delivers product to the process line. 



Page 15 of 16 



Appl. No. 10/684,920 

Reply to Office Action of May 18, 2005 

In addition, there is no suggestion or motivation to combine the teachings of Post and 
Rana. The rod feeder of Post focuses on improving the transfer of signatures to a feeder rack for 
further processing. The focus of Rana is on the configuration of pockets for make-ready 
purposes. There is no suggestion or motivation of configuring a plurality of pockets for make- 
ready purposes in Post. 

For at least these reasons. Post and Rana do not teach or suggest the subject matter of 
Claim 13. Accordingly, dependent Claim 13 includes additional patentable subject matter. 



In view of the above remarks, it is submitted that the application is in condition for 
allowance. The undersigned is available during normal business hours if a telephone 
conversation would be helpful to advance prosecution in this application. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Docket No. 077047-9505-00 
Michael Best & Friedrich LLP 
100 East Wisconsin Avenue 
Suite 3300 

Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202-4108 
414.271.6560 



CONCLUSION 




Julie A. Haut 
Reg. No. 51,789 



Page 16 of 16 



